Life's episodes unfold against a context that changes with time. Recent neuroimaging studies have revealed significant findings about how specific areas of the human brain may support the representation of temporal information in memory. A consistent theme in these studies is that the hippocampus appears to play a central role in representing temporal context, as operationalized in neuroimaging studies of arbitrary lists of items, sequences of items, or meaningful, lifelike events. Additionally, activity in a posterior medial cortical network may reflect the representation of generalized temporal information for meaningful events. The hippocampus, posterior medial network, and other regions -particularly in prefrontal cortex -appear to play complementary roles in memory for temporal context.
Introduction
Human experience unfolds over time, and human memory depends on mechanisms that allow time to be represented and subjectively traversed when replaying past and predicting future experiences [1] [2] [3] . Human functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) studies have begun to uncover the neural manifestations of temporal memory [4, 5] , in parallel with a rich literature involving electrophysiology [6, 7] and non-human animals [5, 8, 9 ].
Much of this work has implicated the hippocampus, a region known to contribute to episodic memory, in memory for temporal information [4, 5, 10] . In this paper, we will review recent progress in our understanding of how human memory for temporal information is supported by the hippocampus and by neocortical areas that interact with the hippocampus.
Temporal organization in episodic memory
Behavioral research has indicated that memories are generally not explicitly 'time stamped,' such that people become immediately aware of the specific time at which a recollected event occurred. Instead, considerable evidence suggests that temporal information in episodic memory is reconstructed from retrieved information about items, the environment, and one's internal state during the event [11] . Friedman [11] added that such reconstructive inferences are easier to perform when one can draw from general knowledge about similar events that have a characteristic temporal or sequential structure. For instance, if asked what time your favorite song was played at a jazz show, you could infer the approximate time through a combination of prior knowledge (e.g., 'jazz shows usually include a half-dozen songs, and start around 10 pm') and event-specific information (e.g., 'it was mid-show').
Although episodic memories are not necessarily timestamped, there is reason to believe that they are temporally organized. Specifically, at some level of representation, episodic memories carry information that is specific to a place and time [3] , such that events that occurred in close succession are represented in a more similar manner than are events that occurred far apart in time [12] [13] [14] [15] . Consistent with this idea, many studies have shown that when one recalls a studied item, there is a higher likelihood of subsequently recalling other items that were in close temporal proximity [16] . By one classic view, this temporal contiguity effect might reflect the fact that factors in one's environment and internal state change gradually over time [17, 18] -these factors can be collectively considered as the 'temporal context,' and episodic memories may be represented by associating information about specific items to a gradually changing context representation [12] (i.e., 'binding item and context information'). Contextual change may be entirely random [17] [18] [19] , or it may additionally incorporate information about recently processed items, as suggested by the Temporal Context Model (TCM) [12, 14, 16] . According to these models, events that occur close together in time are linked 
